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Khrushchev's Treatmen t of the- Issues of Berlin and Germany 




™,«?\*?if ^Ji^s^tiOTienta and in the discussions he had -with various 
groups during his tour, Khrushchev did not make significant innovations 
ma « * 2J^ Position on Oermany and Berlin. Indeed, these subjects 
SL^iif? 6 JJTT PL 00dl,mt;l y in what he had to say'. His chief pur- 
££? + ErS<? SMf «*£• ■" • 3t P° 8ltion m broad terms of the Soviet 
posUiw while holding back possible modifications for subsequent nego- 



*■**% k? 1 ^ °f ^L K^^hchev had to say while in the US vas set ' 
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^^f^S^^fF^ 6 US ' Ha reiterated the vie* thata peace 
SH^if"" 1 * e con ? uded vith the two Oerman states, arguing Sit 

«wn,»«8pe«U13y since the absence of a "peaceful settlement* had 
Worded vide scope for the renewed activities «U?vEmtSL2r 
jmtarists and revanchists.» He further reiterated the SwiJtlLs 
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aelalit S^SlS^ 1111 * Khrushchev denied any Soviet intentions of 
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In a private conversation with Ambassador Lodge, Khrushchev asserted 
that there were no Soviet missile bases of nuclear weapons in East 
Germany, again points that he had made previously. 

Subsequent to the Camp David talks, at his National Press Club 
press conference, Khrushchev refused to be drawn out on the line he 
h}td taken with the President regarding Germany and Berlin. He did 
assert that the two had "found much in common," He further stated 
that he saw "no other way" than to sign a peace treaty with the two 
German states, though he invited "other suggestions* which would 
equally further the bringing of peace to Germany. 

In his speech at the Lushniki Sports Palace on returning to 
Moscow, Khrushchev omitted all references to Berlin, but repeated 
Soviet advocacy of a peace treaty and denied that there was any 
ultimatum attached to it. On September 28, however, Khrushchev used 
the vehicle of a TASS interview to confirm the understanding reached 
at Camp David and announced by the President at his press conference 
on September 27 that negotiations on "the Berlin issue* should be 
resumed, that there should be no time, limit to them, but that they 
should not be indefinitely protracted. Khrushchev added that the 
Interested parties should strive toward a solution of the "problem 
of West Berlin" without delay. 

The Soviet objective of a "free city" was reiterated in the 
October Revolution slogans issued by the CPSU Central Committee 
October 3, as was the need for a peace treaty. Both objectives were 
cited by First Deputy Chairman Koslov during bis speeches in Bast 
Germany in connection with the GDR°s tenth anniversary celebrations, 
as was the agreement regarding the. resumption of negotiations. 
Khrushchev himself has not referred to Berlin or Germany in hie 
speeches since his statements in Moscow on September 27-28. 

It will be noted that although Khrushchev in the US several times 
averred that the Geneva Foreign Ministers 9 Conference had produced 
some good in that there had been frank exchanges and the two aides had 
brought their positions closer on a number of points, at no time in 
his public and semi-public statements in the OB did he discuss a possible 
■Interim* arrangement. That is, he in effect at all times stated the 
maadmum Soviet position. He did, however, convey an Impression of 
flexibility when he told Austrian President Schaerf on October 13 
that"absorption by West Germany" was the only solution of the Vest 
Berlin problem tftaeeeptabls to the USSR and that any other solution 
could be worked out. 

In sum, the substantive Soviet position respecting Berlin and 
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Germany (and Qromyko at one point remarked that for the USSR the question 
of Germany means the question of a peace treaty), did not undergo any 
ehangs as a result of what Khrushchev said in the US, and subsequently, 
except €hat he Is now clearly on record as agreeing that future negotia- 
tions should not be conducted under a time limit, at the same time, the 
other part of the understanding — that negotiations should not be pro- 
tracted indefinitely — is clearly subject to varying interpretations* 
It remains to be seen whether and vhen the USSR vill be disposed to 
invoke it in the event negotiations should be deadlocked. It thus appears 
that the threat of unilateral Soviet action respecting Berlin has been 
removed as long as negotiations are impending or under nay. But on the 
face of it, the USSR remains uncommitted about extending a moratorlvn on 
unilateral action indefinitely, and particularly beyond the point at 
which talks might deadlock or rupture. In the negotiations themselves, 
the USSR remains committed to seek an •end to the occupation status" and 
to the "abnormal* situation in Wast Berlin. Ibis commitment appears to 
be unaffected by any of the statements that Khrushchev made while in the US. 



